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OPOPSITTA MARSH ALU 1 REDALE, 1946(AVES): PROPOSED SETTING 
ASIDE OF HOLOTYPE AND DESIGNATION OF NEOTYPE. 
Z.N.(S.) 1773 

By Joseph M. Forshaw (Division of Wildlife Research, C.S.I.R.O ., 
Canberra, A.C.T., Australia) 

L In my revisionary studies in the genus Opopsitta I have concluded that 
Opopsitta marshalli is a recognizable subspecies of O. diophthahna (Psittacula 
diophthalma Hombron and Jacquinot, 1841). However, owing to great 
deterioration of the holotype, this is no longer apparent from an examination 
of that specimen. For reasons discussed below, 1 therefore request the 
Commission to set aside the holotype and recognize a neotype of O. marshalli. 
The facts are as follows: 

2. In 1946 1 redale (Emu 46 : 1) described a new fig parrot as Opopsitta 
marshalli , with type locality “ the Great Dividing Range behind Lockhart 
River, Cape York Peninsula, North Queensland Iredale had three specimens, 
an adult male (designated as holotype), an adult female, and an immature male. 
All three specimens are illustrated in a coloured drawing accompanying the 
description. 

3. Mayr, 1947 (Emu 47 : 54), compared lredale’s description and drawing 
of marshalli with a series of O. d. aruensis Schlegel, 1874, and stated that his 
comparison “ fails to reveal a single difference He stated however that 
absolute identity could not be established until the Cape York specimens were 
compared directly with specimens of O. d. aruensis, and, until a valid distinction 
was pointed out, O. marshalli should be considered a synonym of O. d. aruensis. 
Subsequent authors have followed Mayr’s recommendation. 

4. For my own studies I examined the holotype (Australian Museum no. 
037600) and the other two original specimens (Aust. Mus. nos. 037598 $, 
037599 imm. d) and found that all three had deteriorated greatly and showed 
much evidence of damage by pests. The frontal and crown feathers, all of the 
feathers above and around the eyes, the tail feathers and many of the wing 
feathers have disappeared from the holotype. The adult female is in a similar 
condition and the immature male is in even worse condition. The holotype 
is not labelled as such and neither of the other two specimens bear any special 
designation such as paratype; they have been identified by the collector's label 
carrying his name and the place and date of collection. 

5. As a result of the great damage to the holotype and the original 
specimens, it became necessary to collect fresh material before the taxonomic 
status of O. marshalli could be determined. In January, 1966 ten specimens 
were collected. 

6. Comparison of this new material with two males (American Museum 
of Natural History no. 618951, Aust. Mus. no. 030596) and two females 
(A.M.N.H. no. 618954, Aust. Mus. no. 0920) of O. d. aruensis, all from the 
Aru Islands, the type locality, shows that in my opinion O. marshalli is a 
recognizable subspecies of O. diophthalma. The following characters distin- 
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guish marshal/i fiom aruensis. In the male, marshalli has a small patch of 
bright blue feathers above and behind the eye, while in aruensis these feathers 
are pale greenish blue. In the female of marshalli the feathers on the forepart 
of the crown are bright violet blue, while in aruensis the same feathers are pale 
sky blue. There appears to be no difference in size between the two races. 
The colours of the heads in Iredale’s drawing are not a true representation of 
the colours of O. marshalli , and indeed the blue on the crown of the female 
appears to be closer to female specimens of aruensis. 

7. As far as can be ascertained the series of new specimens, including the 
neotype proposed below, are consistent with Iredale’s description. The place 
of collection of the proposed neotype is within 20 miles of the type locality 
and was the nearest accessible place to the type locality where the birds were 
found. Although the holotype is a male, the best diagnostic character is found 
on the female and for that reason a female would serve best as a neotype. 

8. As the holotype of marshalli and the two other original specimens are 
no longer of any use in differentiating marshalli from related taxa, I therefore 
ask the Commission: 

(1) to use its plenary powers to set aside the holotype of Opopsitta marshalli 

Iredale, 1946, and to recognize as neotype of Opopsitta marshalli 
Iredale, 1946, an adult female specimen, no. 0.10691 in the collections 
of the Queensland Museum, Brisbane, collected at Iron Range, Cape 
York Peninsula, Queensland, by J. M. Forshaw, on 22nd January, 
1966: 

(2) to place the specific name marshalli Iredale, 1946, as published in the 

binomen Opopsitta marshalli , on the Official List of Specific Names 
in Zoology. 


